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The Use of Peer Feedback in the Teaching of College English Writing
YANG Liw chun, FANG Cheng

( College of Humanities and Social Science , N ational University of De'ense Technology, Changsha 410073, China)

Abstract: Wih the inroduction of process appwach into English writing, peer feedback is gaining more and more suppot
in the field of writing teaching. Peer feedback is helpful to enrich the content of the students composiions, improve their quality
and help the students become more autonomous writers in the target language. This paper presents the theoretical foundation which
justiies the use of peer feedback in writing class, discusses the importance of traning students to provide feedback, and suggests
the use of checklists to help the students focus their attention while commeniing on each other’ spapers.
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...many students may need a significant amount of iniial
persuasion of the value of peer feedback, since they may not accept
the idea that the peers are qualified to take on the role of teachers
and critique their wriing.”
, Rollinson s
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checklists: hitp://www. mcps. k12. md. uy departments/ oipd mspay/
writing k— sPersonalldeas. pdf,

Stufeni Checklist for wriing a story:
1) Did you write sentences that only tell about the story?

»

Does your story have a beginning, middle, and end?

)
=

Did you write about characterers, settings, and events?

k=

Does each senence start in a different way?

9]
=

Did you give your readers the most importan details of your
story?

6) Did you write different kinds of sentences?

7) Did you use strong and colorful words?

8) Did you spell, capialize, and punctuate your story
correctly?

’ )

Quesgions about the content and organization of the
argumentatve:

1) Does the introductory paragraph clearly states the topic and
the main poiris of the argument?

2) Does each paragraph deal with one key point that is

ntroduced in the,topic- sentence?
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3) Is each topic serence supported by evidence and
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strong final statement of the writer” sopinion, or a recommendation? [2] Jane, Stanely. 1992. Coaching Students Writers to Be Effective
, R Peer Evaluators| J] . Joumal of Second Language Writing, (3) .
, [3] Paulus,T.M.(1999).The Effect of peer and teacher feedback
chedklis on gudent writing. Jouranl of Second Language Writing, (8).
[4] Raims, A. ( 1983) . Techniques in Teaching Writing] M ]. New
| York: Oxford University Press.
) ’ ’ [5]  Rollinson, P. (2005) . Using Peer Feedback In the ESL
checklist ’ Writing Class. ELT Journal, (59) .
> ’ [6] MaF, FEF XEBEEMEHF: Eith ERE2R[]].
A FE I B B IR 5 IR, 1999, (1) .
[7] #H& A KBS RS TARKRBF K L[] shiE
7, 2001, (4) .
[8] & A . A#ZFBEMEF O FH: T EKFE FE[]].
I & 7%, 2000, (1) .
’ ’ [9] K3E, ARF I, 5% B AERF Py RBE A 0
’ iNgmiT H 69 Fhl J] . ShE SR, 2000, (1)
’ (FAEsth: 3% )
(=3 Ny ,
“ teacher” “ instructor ( ),
s s ndructor «“ ?
) instructor
, , , “good question” “ Iteresting question” ,
s “thank you for your question, it is just what I want to say
s s next s
(2 Instructor “1 do not think so”, s

»

3. ABRGHAE, Rk A AL

[1]

[2]

' [3]

“you are wrong’

[ |
FAE. RFRTREA]]].
(1).
Pt HilS P HF R AARE BiE(M].
#HF b RAE . 2004.
B E. M AT]. A, 2003, (3).

HEF #HF F AR, 2002,

& T LA

(T [l F)



